2011 CDBG/ESG/HOME/HOPWA PROPOSAL SCORING FORM for PROPOSAL NAME: CATEGORY* PROPOSAL # SCORE
H = Housing HF = Homeless Facilities
E/CF = Environmental/Community Facility AHPA = Access, Historic, Planning, Admin
PS = Public Services HP = HOPWA
ED = Economic Development
A. Impact on City Goals, Policies, Fiscal Health Point Range| Minus Pts. Plus Pts. -/+ Subtotal
-20to +8
B. Relationship to HUD Goals, Policies, Requirements Point Range Minus Pts. Plus Pts. -/+ Subtotal
-20to +12
C. Other/Special Considerations Point Range| Minus Pts. Plus Pts. -/+ Subtotal
-6 to +6
D. Organizational Capacity of Implementing Entity Point Range| Minus Pts. Plus Pts. -[+ Subtotal
-12 to +18
E. Project Funding and Readiness Point Range| Minus Pts. Plus Pts. -/+ Subtotal
-10to +20
F. Project’s Population Served and Impact Point Range| Minus Pts. Plus Pts. -/+ Subtotal
-10to +22
G. Project Category-Specific Considerations: Point Range| Minus Pts. Plus Pts. -/+ Subtotal
Housing -8to +24
Environmental/Community Facilities -4 to +20
Public Services -8to+24
Economic Development -10 to +18
Homeless Facilities -6to +12
Accessibility, Historic Preservation, Planning, Admin. -4 t0 +16
Housing Opportunities for Persons with HIV/AIDS -6 to +24

Office of Grants Monagement, March 2010




| 2011 CDBG/ESG/HOME PROPOSAL RATING EXPLANATION For PROPOSAL # [ |

For each element, RATER MUST EXPLAIN factors that contributed to proposal’s rating and how/why these were applied.

A. Impact on City Goals, Policies, Fiscal Health: RATING EXPLANATION

B. Relationship to HUD Goals, Policies, Requirements: RATING EXPLANATION

C. Other/Special Considerations: RATING EXPLANATION

D. Organizational Capacity of Implementing Entity: RATING EXPLANATION

Office of Grants Management, March 2010




E. Project Funding and Readiness: RATING EXPLANATION

F. Project’s Population Served and Impact: RATING EXPLANATION

G. Project Category-Specific Considerations: RATING EXPLANATION

Office of Grants Manogement, March 2010




